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mental health treatment—that is 
something that is included in a piece of 
legislation on which we will be having 
a hearing in the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee. That will provide families addi-
tional tools other than involuntary 
commitment, which is just temporary 
and doesn’t serve the long-term prob-
lems. 

One of the biggest problems, I have 
learned, with our mental health system 
is that so often people who need treat-
ment refuse treatment. In other words, 
frequently they don’t take their medi-
cation. As long as it is purely a vol-
untary matter, particularly for people 
who are a threat to their own safety as 
well as the community’s safety, then 
we are going to continue to see repeti-
tions of this and more and more trage-
dies, more families torn apart by men-
tal illness, when we could actually 
offer them some help and some hope. 

There is a gentleman named Pete 
Earley who is an award-winning jour-
nalist who wrote a book called 
‘‘Crazy.’’ This is not about his son, al-
though his son did suffer from mental 
illness; this is about our broken mental 
health system. He called it ‘‘Crazy.’’ He 
wrote a book, which I would commend 
to anybody, about his own family’s ex-
perience dealing with a mentally ill 
son and how hard it was to get him to 
comply with his doctor’s orders and 
take his medication and the like. 

I hope Pete Earley will come testify 
in front of the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee later this month, along with 
some really innovative programs like 
those in San Antonio, TX, where they 
found a way to not just warehouse the 
mentally ill in our jails but to actually 
divert them for treatment and to get 
them in a better place and out of this 
turnstile of the criminal justice sys-
tem. 

So those are just a couple of ideas 
about what this President could do, 
and I hope they are areas he will per-
haps address tonight that he would be 
willing to work with us on: criminal 
justice reform and mental health re-
form. I think if he were willing to do 
that, he would find Republicans and 
Democrats alike willing to work with 
him to try to build that common- 
ground consensus, and actually that 
would be one of the lasting legacies of 
his final year of his administration. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

DAINES). The Senator from Iowa. 
Mrs. ERNST. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to speak for up to 
10 minutes in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

SCRUB ACT 

Mrs. ERNST. Mr. President, I rise 
today to talk about the Searching for 
and Cutting Regulations that are Un-
necessarily Burdensome Act—more af-
fectionately known as the SCRUB Act. 
This past summer, my colleague Sen-
ator HATCH and I introduced this legis-

lation to help free American families 
and small businesses from the unneces-
sary burdens of our regulatory system. 
I am pleased to mention that the bill 
passed the House last week on a bipar-
tisan basis. 

For too long, our Nation’s innovators 
and employers have been trying to 
comply with a swath of outdated, du-
plicative, or obsolete regulations that 
hamper their growth and creativity. 
Many of these regulations also come 
with stacks of paperwork requirements 
that force our small businesses to 
spend time on filling in the blanks 
rather than filling in jobs. The SCRUB 
Act would peel back these types of reg-
ulations so our businesses can focus on 
doing what they know best: innovating 
and creating jobs. 

The purpose of this bill is to take an 
objective and in-depth look at major 
regulations that are at least 15 years 
old and could be repealed because they 
have, No. 1, achieved their goal and 
there is no threat to the problem reoc-
curring; No. 2, technology or market 
changes have made the regulation un-
necessary; or No. 3, they are ineffective 
or overlap with other Federal or State 
regulations. 

For decades, lawmakers and Presi-
dents on both sides of the aisle have 
recognized the need to unleash our 
small businesses and job creators from 
rules and regulations that don’t make 
sense. When new rules are proposed, 
there is very little, if any, attention 
paid to how the new rule will work 
with the hundreds of other rules that 
came before it. This buildup of rules is 
a cumulative burden on our businesses 
which ultimately slows job growth and 
hits families even harder who are al-
ready struggling to make ends meet. In 
fact, according to one study, if the cost 
of all of these regulations was consid-
ered in an independent country—all of 
the costs of these rules and regula-
tions—it would be about the 10th larg-
est economy in the world. 

Let’s face it: The more expensive it 
becomes to make a product or deliver a 
service, the more money the consumer 
will have to dig out of their own pock-
ets to pay for it. It is those families 
who are working multiple jobs to pro-
vide for their kids who are going to be 
hit the hardest. 

This bill is how we start to solve that 
problem. The SCRUB Act establishes a 
bipartisan, blue ribbon commission to 
give a fair and thoughtful review of our 
Nation’s existing regulations. Once the 
commission is finished with their re-
view, they would provide recommenda-
tions to Congress and we would have an 
opportunity to vote on them. 

If an agency wants to impose a new 
regulation, they can do that under the 
SCRUB Act, but they would have to 
offset the cost of that new regulation 
by repealing an existing one that is of 
equal cost and has been deemed unnec-
essary or outdated by the commission. 

I know Iowa families do this. They 
know how to prioritize. Why can’t our 
Federal agencies? We simply cannot 

allow the buildup of unnecessary and 
costly regulations over time. 

I will end with just one last com-
ment. Rules and regulations often have 
unintended consequences. It is our re-
sponsibility as lawmakers to not only 
recognize when this happens but to 
then proactively fix it. 

The SCRUB Act is a commonsense 
solution that forces lawmakers and our 
agencies to be honest about their regu-
latory system by fixing the rules that 
need fixing and dropping those that 
have outlived their useful purpose. 

I thank Senator HATCH for his leader-
ship on this, and I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this legislation. 

f 

RECESS 

Mrs. ERNST. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
stand in recess as under the previous 
order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 12:27 p.m., recessed until 2:15 p.m. 
and reassembled when called to order 
by the Presiding Officer (Mr. 
PORTMAN). 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

f 

FEDERAL RESERVE TRANS-
PARENCY ACT OF 2015—MOTION 
TO PROCEED 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of the motion to 
proceed to S. 2232, which the clerk will 
report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 289, S. 
2232, a bill to require a full audit of the 
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System and the Federal reserve banks by the 
Comptroller General of the United States, 
and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the time until 2:30 
p.m. will be equally divided between 
the two leaders or their designees. 

The Senator from Kentucky. 
Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I rise 

today in opposition to secrecy. I rise 
today in support of auditing the Fed-
eral Reserve. I rise in opposition to the 
lack of accountability at the Reserve, 
an institution that has for too long 
been shrouded in secrecy. The objective 
of the Federal Reserve Transparency 
Act is simple: to protect the interests 
of the average American by finding out 
where hundreds of billions’ worth of 
our dollars are going. 

The Federal Reserve has the ability 
to create new money and to spend it on 
whatever financial assets it wants, 
whenever it wants, while giving the 
new money to whichever banks it 
wants. Yet if the average Joe and Jane 
from Main Street printed their own 
money, they would be imprisoned as 
counterfeiters. 
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